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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the amendment filed on January 19, 2007. 

2. Claims 1-17 have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Claims 8-10 rejected under 35 USC § 101: 

The Applicants stated, "The claimed invention, however, is not claimed as 
descriptive material per se. Instead, the claimed invention is claimed as part of a 
functional device (i.e., a repository, a classification processor)" (Remarks, page 2, 
lines 12-14). 

Applicants' arguments are persuasive and the 35 USC § 101 rejection over 
claims 8-10 is withdrawn. 

4. The Applicants are thanked for a thorough reply. Applicants' arguments have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 
treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-14, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent No. 6,978,401 to Avvari et al. (art made of record, 
hereinafter "Avvari"). 

Claim 1: 
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Avvari discloses a storage and a hosting environment abstraction method 
(e.g., FIG. 2, col. 7: 1-42) comprising the steps of: 

enumerating each of a set of components in an application; 
identifying dependencies between each component in said set (e.g., FIG. 7B-C, 
col.9: 33-67); 

organizing a generic representation of said set of components into a 
hierarchical structure based upon said identified dependencies (e.g., FIG. 8A-F, 
col. 10: 1-26); 

producing a model encapsulating said hierarchical structure; and 
storing said model in a repository for subsequent retrieval (e.g., col.2; 9-17, 39-52; 
col.3: 10-26; col.5: 12-29). 

Claim 2: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses identifying 
dependencies between target platform resources and said components in said set; 
and, recording said further identified dependencies in said model (e.g., col.2: 9-17; 
col.3: 10-26). 

Claim 3: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses the step of 
inspecting each component in said set for data and method member references to 
other ones of said components in said set, said references indicating a 
dependency {e.g., FIG. 7B-C, col.9: 33-67). 

Claim 4: 

The rejection of claim 2 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses inspecting 
each component in said set for data and method member references to said target 
platform resources (e.g., col.2: 39-52; col.5: 12-29). 



Claim 6: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses performing 
enumerating, identifying, organizing, producing and storing step subsequent to 
installing said application in a target platform (e.g., col. 2: 9-17; col. 3: 10-26). 

Claim 7: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses retrieving said 
model from said repository prior to installing a new component for use in said 
application (e.g., col.2: 39-52; col.5: 12-29). 

Claim 8: 

Avvari discloses a hosting environment abstraction system comprising: 

a hosting environment configured to support an application 

comprising a plurality of interdependent components and resources, which support 

at least one of said interdependent components (e.g., FIG. 2, col. 7: 1-42; FIG. 3- 

4, col.7:43-col.8: 18); 

a repository configured to store a dependency model of said 

application (e.g., col.2: 9-52; col.3: 10-26; col.5: 12-29); and 

a classification processor coupled to said hosting environment and 

said repository (e.g., FIG. 7B-C, col.9: 33-67; FIG. 3-4, col.7: 43 - col.8: 18). 

Claim 9: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses an operating 
system, an application server and a virtual machine (e.g., FIG. 2-4, col.7: 1 - col.8: 
18). 

Claims 11-14 and 16-17: 

Claims recite the same limitations as those of claims 1-4 and 6-7, wherein 
all claimed limitations have been addressed and/or set forth above. Therefore, as 
the reference teaches all of the limitations of the above claims, it also teaches all 
of the limitations of claims 11-14 and 16-17. 
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7. Claims 1, 8, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US Patent No. 6,996,516 to Kimura et al. (art made of record, hereinafter 
"Kimura"). 
Claim 1: 

Kimura discloses a storage and a hosting environment abstraction method 
(e.g., FIG. 1 , col. 3: 35-46) comprising the steps of: 

enumerating each of a set of components in an application; 
identifying dependencies between each component in said set (e.g., FIG. 2, Data 
Flow Information, Call Graph, Flow Graph, Program Dependence Graph, col.4: 6- 
62); 

organizing a generic representation of said set of components into a 
hierarchical structure based upon said identified dependencies (e.g., FIG. 3, col. 7: 
27-col.8:65); 

producing a model encapsulating said hierarchical structure; and 
storing said model in a repository for subsequent retrieval (e.g., FIG. 4, blocks S2- 
S8, col.9: 8-48). 

Claim 8: 

Avvari discloses a hosting environment abstraction system comprising: 

a hosting environment configured to support an application 
comprising a plurality of interdependent components and resources, which support 
at least one of said interdependent components (e.g., FIG. 1 , col. 3: 35-46; FIG. 2, 
col.4: 6-62); 

a repository configured to store a dependency model of said 
application (e.g., FIG. 3, col.7: 27 - col. 8: 65); and 

a classification processor coupled to said hosting environment and 
said repository (e.g., FIG. 4, col.9: 8-48). 



Claim 11: 
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Claim 11 recites the same limitations as those of claim 1, wherein all 
claimed limitations have been addressed and/or set forth above. Therefore, as the 
reference teaches all of the limitations of the above claim, it also teaches all of the 
limitations of claim 11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person haying ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

9. Claims 5, 10, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Avvari in view of US Patent No. 6,339,776 to Dayani-Fard et al. (art made of 
record, hereinafter "Dayani-Fard"). 

Claim 5: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated. Avvari does not explicitly disclose 
writing said hierarchical structure to a markup language document wherein tags in 
said markup language document demarcate individual ones of said components 
and said identified dependencies. 

However, in an analogous art, Dayani-Fard further discloses writing said 
hierarchical structure to a markup language document wherein tags in said 
markup language document demarcate individual ones of said components and 
said identified dependencies (e.g. col.4: 41-59; col. 6: 57 - col. 7: 34). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Dayani-Fard into that of 
Avvari. .One would have been motivated to do so to provide the capability to 
integrate heterogeneous information sources, to integrate external visualization 
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and analytical tools, to integrate search and browsing utilities, and to support 
highly-evolving data management as suggested by Dayani-Fard (e.g., col.4: 18- 
28, 52-59). 

Claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated. Avvari also discloses said 
dependency model comprises an XML formatted document (e.g., col.4: 41-59; 
col.6: 57 - col.7: 34). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Dayani-Fard into that of 
Avvari. One would have been motivated to do so as set forth above. 

Claim 15: 

Claim 15 recites the same limitations as those of claim 5, wherein all 
claimed limitations have been addressed and/or set forth above. Therefore, as the 
reference teaches all of the limitations of the above claim, it also teaches all of the 
limitations of claim 1 5 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to examiner 
Thuy Dao (Twee), whose telephone is (571) 272 8570. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday, and Friday from 6:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam, can be reached at (571) 272 3695. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273 8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist whose 
telephone number is (571) 272 2100. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



T. Dao 




